Remarks 


Objections to the Claims: 

Claims 2, 3, 16, and 16 have been cancelled as recommended by the Examiner. 
Double Patenting: 

Claims 1-10 and 14-22 have been rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 and 5-8 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,379,966. Applicants have filed, with this amendment, a terminal disclaimer to obviate 
the rejection. 

Rejection of the Claims under 35 USC 102: 

Claims 11-13 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 as being anticipated by Simoes et al. 
and by Birchall et al. Applicants have cancelled claims 11-13. 

Rejection of the Claims under 35 USC 1 12: 

Claims 2, 3 and 16-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 as being indefinite. Applicants 
have cancelled the indefinite claims 2, 3, 16, and 17. Claim 18 has been amended to depend 
from independent claim 14. 

The Examiner's objections and rejections are now believed to be overcome by this response 
to the Office Action. In view of Applicants 1 amendment and arguments, it is submitted that 
claims 1, 3-10 14, 15 and 18-22 should be allowable. Applicants respectfully request a timely 
Notice of Allowance be issued in the case. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Mark K. fthnson Reg. No. 35,909 
Minis 

505 SoutMlosa Road 
Madison, WI 53719 
608-238-4400 
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